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ANS W E R 


To a Right Reverend PRELATE's 


ES: E NCE 
Eating & Drinking 


IN REMEMBRANCE 
OF THE 


D E A D 


Occaſion d by the Biſhop of Cors SECOND 
PART of DRIN KING! in Remembrance 


of the Dead. Fa — i, SLES 

By Pet. Lord Biſhop of Cork and Roſſe. . 

By the Ways that many have taken to make 7 
verts, or rather Hypocrites, it ſeems to be too 
roo Evident, that their Deſign has been more to 
advance and ſtrengthen a uy in this World, 
than to ſave the Souls of Men in the next. 
Biſhop of Raphoe's Sermon, at St. Warburgh's 
Church, Oftob. 3. 1714. 


DUBLIN: Printed by Daniel Tompſon i in Cole's 
Alley, Caſt le-ſtreet ; and are to be Sold by the 
Bookſeliers, 1715. 
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To a Right Reverend Prelate's E 0117 
D E FE N O & 


Was in hopes I had done with the 
Subject of Drinking in Remetubr anos of 
the Dead, having in Two Diſcourſes 
plac'd the Matter in a clear Light, and 
obviated the moſt Material Obje&ions 
which were rais'd againſt the Do&rine' 1 
maintained. But the Elaborate Anfwer 
of a Right Reverend Prelate, to my Setona 
Part, obliges me to ſome Reply 5 leaft the 
Name of an Anſwer, by one of his Lord 
ſhip's Poſt and Character in the Worlt, 
might influence the Judgments of People, 
who cannot diſcern that He hath quite 
miſtaken the Queſtion, and not touched 
one of my Arguments. 

Tis true, this Anſwer is as yet only 10 
Manuſcript, but 'tis given about from 
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Hand to Hand; and by his Lordihip's own 
confeſſion, it had receiv'd the Approbati- 
on of ſeveral Biſhops and Clerzymen, be- 
fore I knew it was in Being. This is 
ſtrange !. receiv'd the Approbation of ſe- 
veral Biſhops and Clergymen of the beſt 
Note, and not venture to Print it! What- 
ever Reaſon his Lordſhip may give the 
World for not. Printing of it, it will be 
thought that he is not juſt to a Cauſe, 
Which, upon. his Principle, He lies under 
the ſtricteſt Obligation of Conſcience, not 
to be afraid or aſham'd to own in the moſt 
publick Manner, 

His Lordſhip's beſt Friends cannot find 
an Excuſe for this, when they conſider 
the uncommon Zeal He hath. ſhewn for 
the Juſtification of that CM STO MART 
HEALTH, as he ſtiles it, Of Drinking 
#n Remembrance of King William, as God's 

Inſtrument for our Deliverance; As one who 
ſo often ventur'd even his Life for Our Safe- 
4 and Security: Thereby, wiſhing that his 
Glorious Memory may be Immortal ; and 
that He may be had in everlaſting Remem- 
brance. (Par. g.) Which Health, he ſays, 
was, and is ſtill pratis'd by Men of the great- 


eft Piety and Judgment. (p. 11.) Nay, _ 
O * þ ar- 


))) 
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farther, (p. 22.) That if is had grown into 


a common Cuſtom to EAT ALSO, as 
it hath been to DRINK to the Memory of 
King William, there would have been — 2 — 
more UNLAWFUL or SHOCKING in 
the one, than now there is in the other, (P. 
22.) So then, Men of the greateſt Piety 
and Judgment may, without any Scruple 
both Eat and Drink alſo, in a Glorious 
Remembrance of King William, as well 
as in Remembrance of Jeſus Chriſt. Be- 
hold the poſitive Aſſertion of a Biſhop of 
the Chriſtian Church ! who roundly 
chargeth me with Elaſphemy, (p. 14-)and 
that, for maintaining quite the Contrary 


Doctrine. 


As to thoſe Expreſſions of his Lordſhips, 
of my PUTTING upon Him and Others; 
(p. 2.) My ftartine ſtrange and groundleſs 
Notions, which ſtruck many ſober Men e- 
ven with Horrour. (p. 11.) His charging 


me with Deluſion and Fallacy; with. De- 


baſing the Ordinances of God; with Making 
a New Sin; and Admiring what 4 is become 
of that Accuracy of Theught, which he hath 
often had Occaſion to obſerve in me. (p. 18.) 
Thus repreſenting me as a Blaſpheming 


Wretch ; a Publick Deceiver of Mankind; 
One 
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One who adds to the Scriptures; and 
in fort, whoſe Intellectuals have fail'd 
him. I ſay, as to theſe and other Things 
of the ſame Nature, thro' that Anſwer, 
T-ſhall make no other Return than my 
Prayers, that God wou d forgive Him this 
ſo publick heavy Accufation of a BR O- 
THER; and remove that ſtrong Prepoſ- 
ſeſſion of his Judgment, which thus tran- 
ſports him beyond all Temper; and hath 
betray'd Him into fo much uncharitable 
Heat and Warmth, for the open Defence 
of a Doctrine ſo harſh and grating in the 
Ears of all good Chriſtians, even in his 
own Words, at firſt hearing; that Tam per- 
ſwaded His Lordſhip will find Himſelf 
under a neceflity of Renouncing it as o- 
penly, as he hath now efpous d it, when-, 

he comes to weigh the Subject in 


cool Blood; and when "har great ſhare 


of Reaſon he is Mafter of, ſhall get the 


better of this Violence of his Paſſions, 


— of that powerful Prejudice he is un- 
ppily under. 

. now that I have laid aſide all 
Ager and Bitterneſs from this Con- 
troverſy between us; all Perſonal Re flec- 
tions, hard Words, and harder Inſinua- 


tions 3 


| (7 F 
tions; I muſt beg leave to uſe Ful Libers 
ty and Freedom ny the Reaſoning Part, 
of his Anſwer. And I doubt not but 
all Spectators of this Conflict — — 
us, Will obſerve how I fence at a great. 
Diſadvantage, who muſt not Retalate, 
but exert my Skill againſt his Weapons 
only; without any other Wound to His 
Perſon or Character, than what he is 
like to ſuffer from his entring the Lifts 
with ſuch an Air of Courage, and Aſſu- 
rance of Victory; and yet fo ſughtly 
SS. .. 

The Remarks of that Anſwer. are all 
ſo Superficial and indeed. Weak, that I am 
under ſome Difficulty how to touch them 
with Tenderneſs nou; ſince I muſt lay 
them open, and yet give His Lordſhip no 
= Cauſe to complain. It doth not appear 
to me, that He hath read one Paragraph 
of what I have written, with any Atten- 

. 8 Mind; or given wen of = Tor 
e of Dige part of thoſe Dil» 
courſes he unde 1 to Anſwer; but 
that he hath given his Thoughts upon 
a. general View, and. curſory Inſpection 
rhe, how th „that all I 1 

W in every Inſtance, His 
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Lordſhip hath either miſtaken the Queſti- 
en, or the Senſe and Scope of my Argu- 
ments, in order to ſet Him right; ſo that 
if his Lordſhip thinks to purſue this Mat- 
ter any farther, he may not tire himſelf, 
or his Reader upon a wrong Scent, 
I. And Firſt, the whole Subſtance of 
the Six firſt Paragraphs conſiſts in ſhew- 
mg, that by that Objection of his Lord- 
ſhip's, Where there is no Law, there is no 
Tranſg reſſiun. Rom. 4. 15. He means not 
the expreſs Letter of a Law only, but the 
Intent alſo and Deſjen of the Law, i. e. 
All that God intended in making of it. So do 
I too; and all I undertook was to ſnew, that 
the Intent and Deſign of that Law of God, 
Do This, as oft as ye ſhall Drink it, in Re- 
membrance of Me, was, that Men ſhou'd 
not Drink in Remembrance of a dead Mo- 


narch: For which, I gave ſeveral Reaſons, 


which his Lordſhip hath not ſo much as 
touch'd; nor in the leaſt, attempted to ſhew 


the Weakneſs of my Anſwers to the Obje- 


ctions made againſt me. But now, He 
thinks to overthrow all, by ſaying, He 
means the Intent as well as the Letter of 
the Lavv, vvhich no one ever yet doubted 
that I-knovy of, or ſuſpected him of the 
contrary. Hovv- 


(9) 
However I am oblig'd to thank His 


Lordſhip for this Conceſſion ; and for al- 
lowing that there is Sin in the Tranſgreſ- 


ſon of the Scope, Intent, or Deſign of that 


Law of. Chriſt, by which he conſtitutes 


his laſt Supper. Only I muſt obſerve He 
hath cut out a fine piece of Work for 


himſelf, very becoming His Sacred Order 
viz. To ſhew that we may Eat, and Drink 
ALSO in Remembrance of King Wilkam, 
as well as in Remembrance of Chriſt, For 
if the Deſign of a Law which - appoints 


Eating and Drinking in Remembrance 


of Chriſt, be not that you ſhall not Eat 
and Drink in Remembrance of -a dead 
Monarch, then ſurely it can have no De- 
ſign at all diſtinct from the very Letter of 
it: And he ſeems to me to take upon 
him a deſperate Task, who undertakes 
to ſhew that the Den of that Law is 
that our performance of ſuch Eating and 
Drinking may be common to the living 
God, and a dead Man. 

If the Intent and Deſign of that Di- 
vine Law is to appoint the outward Acti- 


ons of Eating and Drinking, or either of 
them join'd to an inward grateful Re- 
membr ance in the Mind of a Divine Per- 
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(ori, 5 j. e. for a moſt Holy Uſe; tien ſure- 
ly, the plain Intent, Meaning; rope, 
Deſign, &c. of ſuch a Law is, that you 
ſhall not apply thoſe Actions, or either 
of them, ſo join d with an inward grate- 
ful Remembrance in the Mind to any 
dead Man; 7. e. to any uſe which is not 


Holy. If that outward Action is to be ſo 


perform'd to a Spirtual Saviour; the In- 
tent of the Law (or it hath no Intent be- 
ſide the Letter) muſt be, that you ſhall 
not perform the like to a Temporal Sa- 
viour. If the Action of Drinking, join'd 
with an inward grateful Remembrance 
in the Mind of Chriſt our Saviour, is 
by expreſs Command and poſt ive Inſtitu- 


tion, made the moſt Solemn Act of Divine 
Worſhip then the plain Intent of that 
Command and Infiitwtion is, that it Thall 
not be ſo uſed any otherwiſe than in Di- 
vine Worſhiy. And now I hope Ihave not 
only the Intent, but the very expreſs 


Letter of -a Divine Law on my Hide, Thdu 


-ſhalt worſhip the Lord 2% God, und him 


only halt shon ſerve. So that What "His 
Lordſhip is to ſhew here is, that tho* the 
-outward Actions of Bat and Drivtive, 
Jjoin'd to an inpard gruteful Rmembranre 


in 


| e 

in the Mind, of a Divine Perſon departed 
this World, are by expreſs Command and 
poſitive Inſtitution made the moſt Solemn 
Act of Divine Worſhip; yet we may per- 
form either, or both of theſe outward 
Actions, in conjunction with an inward 
grateful Remembrance in the Mind, to a 
dead Man, i. e. in ſhort, in his Lordſhip's 
= Senſe, that we may Eat and Drink in Re- 
= membrance of King William, as well as in 

Remembrance of Chriſt. And, that if it 

became Cuſtomary ſo to do, there would - 

be nothing in it Shocking and Unlawful. 
Whereas, with great Submiſſion to his 
Lordſhip, I am of a quite contrary Opt- 
nion; and I hope to have every Chrilt- 
ian Reader on my fide, vis. That the 
more Cuſtomary it becom more 
generally and frequently it is perform d; 
X {ſtill the more Shocking, and the more 4 1 
lamful it will appear. | 
q II. At the 7th Paragraph, t this Rule is 
given to know when any thing 1s for- 
g bidden by the Deſign of a Divine Lay, 
viz. Whatſoever is inconſiſtent with dye per- 
* formayce of what the Lam commands, muſt 
1 always be ſuppoſed to be forbidden by the Ne- 
= of it, But eating or dris or 
3 
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doing of both in a Glorious Remem- 
brance of King William, is not Incon/iſt- 
ent with eating or drinking in Remem- 
brance of Chriſt in the Sacrament. But 
why is it not Inconſiſtent ? His Lordſhip aſ- 
ſigns Two Reaſons. 

Firſt, Becauſe you may perform both 


very worthily and commendably. You 


may Eat and Drink in the Sacrament in 
* of Chriſt's Death and 2 
on, and of the Benefits we receive thereby; 
with Devotion, Reverence, aud Thankfulneſs 
And as a Communion of his Body and Blood; 
i. e. as a Means ORDAIN'D BY GOD, 
whereby we ſhould partake of the Benefits 
of his Paſſion, If a Man duly performs 
all this to Chriſt, p. 9. How then can 
drinking in Remembrance of King William 


as God's Inſtrument for our Deliverance 


from Popery and Slavery; and alſo that his 
glorious Memory may be Immortal, or that 
he may be had in everlaſting Remembrance 
be inconſiſtent with the former ? Ianſwer, 
becauſe the outward Actions of Eating 
and Drinking join. d to an inward grate- 
ful Remembrance i in the Mind of Chriſt 
now in Heaven is, as his Lordſhip ſays, 
R BY GOD for all thoſe glori- 


ous 


t 
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F ous Purpoſes he recites ; and particular- 


ly for the Communion of his Body and 
Blood. And therefore to Debaſe and Pro- 
= f2ne that outward Action of the Body, 
with a like inward grateful Remembrance 
ot the Mind to low and mean Purpoſes 
to a purely Civil Reſpect; to a Tempo- 
ral Deliverer only; and in thort to a 
DEAD MAN, is utterly inconſiſtent with 
the Delign of that Law by which our 
Holy Euchariſt was ordain'd. 

Is not this the Profaneneſs and the 
38 Sacrilege, I ſo much abhor; namely, that 
X your Lordſhip applys that very outward 
Action of the Body, together with the 
X fame Action of a glorious Remembrance 
in the Mind, to a dead Man for Temporal 
3 Deliverances which is to be apply'd on- 
ly to the living Chriſt, for Spiritual Bleſ- 
4 Fl ings: And are not theſe Two Things as 
© inconſiſtent as Light and Darkneſs, Hea- 
ven and Hell? 

By the fame looſe way of Arguing 
you may prove the Lawfulneſs of apply- 
ing the whole Worſhip of God to King 
William. Nay, you may ſay even the 
Lord's Prayer to him; for if you ſay this 


worthily to Chriſt in Church, you doall 
that 


0614) 
that is deſign'd by our Saviour's Com- 
mand for the Uſe of it; and therefore 
the Saying of the ſame Prayer to King 
Wiliam, cannot be inconſiſtent with the 
performance of it to Chriſt, My good 
Lord, let me for once ſuppoſe that you 


| Kneeled down to King William; lift up 


Hands and Eyes towards Heaven, where 
we hope he is; and ſang a Pſalm of Praiſe 
to him, nay one of David's Plalms, And 
then let me ask, if you perform all this with. 
true Devotion to Chriſt, How is the per- 
formance of the ſame to King William 
out of Church inconſiſtent with it? I 
am afraid you will anſwer in great In- 
dignation, that theſe are to be performed 
only to God; and you wou'd load any 
Man with an heavy Charge of Blaſphe- 
my and Idolatry, who wou'd go about to 
prove that both theſe were conſiſtent. 
Then let me beſeech your Lordthip firſt 
to cool upon it, and then take Time to 
apply your own Anſwer to the Matter 
in hand; only with this difference, that 
Eating and Drinking in a glorious Re- 
membrance of Kine William is yet more 
Horrid and Deteſtable ; nay even without 
the concurrent Circumſtances of performs 

ing 


3 ent with Drinking in Remembrance of 
F the ieaſt Thought or TIntentson of MAMICK- 


the -Sacrament--if there were not ſome 
Simiſitude or Re ſemblance; ſo that this 


615 
ing this on Mens Knees, and before His 
Statute; all which, by this Argument, 
is no way unlawful or inconſiſtent with 
the worthy Eating and Drinking in Re- 
membrance of Chriſt. And I cannot cloſe 


this Paragraph without obſerving how - 
much thoſe Gentlemen, who actually per- 
formed all this, are oblig d to his Lordſhip 
for their Juſtification.z and tis not un- 
likely but that he may receive their So- 
lemn Thanks for ſuch a ſignal Service. 

But Secondly, another Reaſon aſſign'd by 
His Lordihi why Drinking in Remem- 
brance of ine Waliom is not inconſiſt- 


Chriſt is, Becauſe be Drinkers have nat 


ING the Holy Communion, in any of the ER 
Þreſfions aud Gireranflanoes of it. But pray 
my Lord what -is'MGmicting E Is it not 
doing ſomething which kth: a Simili- 
tude and Reſenblance of another Thing 2 
I keatily Thank bis Lordſhip for this 
Cotiveſfion, tho” it hath are from him 
urawares. It tou'd be no mimi of 


Point is gain d, thut che Health — 
1 III p 
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ſhip hath ſo warmly eſpous d may be Mi- 
| mickery of the Communion. Oh! But 
for all that, it is not Dejign'd by Way of 
Mimicking : what then? therefore it can 
be no Mimicking. . Then the Bowing, 
Kneeling, lifting up Hands and Eyes, ſing- 
ing of Pſalms to King William, ſo there 

| is no Defjen of Mimicking the Worſhip 
| of Chriſtin all this, there is nothing in it 
hl Shocking or Unlawful. Even ſo, tho Men 
i Drink in a Glorious Remembrance ot K. 
| William: upon their Knees, and before his 
Statute, ſo they do it without Deſign 
0 or Intention of Mimicking the Drinking 
| in Remembrance of Chriſt upon their 
Knees at the Altar, there is nothing 
| Shocking in it. If they perform the latter 


with Devotion to Chriſt in Church on 
Sundays, they may Ape this all the reſt of 
| the Week, if they neither Deſign it ſo, 
nor call it by that Name. Here there- 
fore His Lordſhip hath One, or Both of 
theſe two Things to make out, viz, That 
there may be a Mimicking without any Si- 
lan or  Reſemblance at all. Or that no 
18 Aping, or Mimicking, or Imitation of divine 
\"n Things can be Sinful in it ſelf, ualgr it is 
110 de ſig u d and intended ſo. 
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III. From the 10th to the 14th Para- 
graph, there is not the leaſt Colour of 
Reaſoning ; nothing but Expreſſions of his 
Lordſhip's Great Zeal forDrinking the Glo- 
rious Remembrance &c. and therefore I 
ſhall paſs them over. But at the 14th Pa- 
ragraph His Lordihip proceeds to ſhew 
That tis no leſt than BLASPHEMY to ſay 
that the Action of Drinking in the Hily (m- 
munion, is the ſame, or of the ſame'ſort with 
that Cuſtomary one of Drinking to King 
William's Memory. Till now I always 
thought that the Action of Drinking, 
was the Action of Drinking; and that a 
Man might have ventur'd to ſay ſo with- 
out Blaſphemy. Now, courteous Rea- - 
der, underſtand the Matter. One of the 
chief Arguments for juſtification of that 
abominable Health was, that Men did 
not drink after the ſame Manner, nor 
with the ſame Circumſtances in their 
drinking in Remembrance of K. William, 
that they did in drinking in Remem- 
brance of Chriſt. I argued this was not 
their Excuſe, but their Condemnation, 
becauſe tho* this were True (as it is in 
a great Degree Falſe) that they did not 
apply the Action of Drinking to him with 


C : the 
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the ſame Circumſtances, yet they however 
apply'd it to him with that grateful and 
glorious Remembrance in the Mind, which 
join'd to that outward Action, is Eſſential 
to the Euchariſt. The force of my 
Reaſoning upon that head, was by way 
of Conceſſion, allowing the Manner and 
Circumſtances to be different, and con- 
tending that the Action was the ſame. 

Now ſays the Biſhop, the very Action 
is not the ſame in both Caſes. This in- 
deed is home to the purpoſe. But why 
is it not the ſame? For Three Reaſons. 

_ Firſt, Becauſe 4&jons may be different, 
which are called by the ſame Name, i. e. 
Actions the ſame in themſelves, may dif- 
fer in their Circumſtances, The Queſti- 
on between Him and Me here, is not 
whether Drinking in an honourable Remem- 
brance may be done with different Cir- 
cumſtances, Yes, with ſuch different 
Circumſtances, that in one Caſe the Same 
Action ſhall be Honouring of God in the 
higheſt Degree; and in another, the vi- 
leſt Way of Diſhonouring of him; and 
ſtill the Action both of Body and Mind 
ſhall be the Same. When He Drinks in 
Remembrance of Chriſt, he Honours God; 


when 
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when he Drinks in Remembrance of a 
dead Monarch, he Diſponours God; and 
yet 'tis the ſame Action ſtill, 972. Drink- 
ing; and drinking 1 in a glorions Remem- 
brance ; and in both Caſes, of a Perſon de- 


parted this World. In one Cafe that ſame 


Action is apply'd to the living God, with 
ſuch Circumſtances as ought to attend it; 

in the other Caſe it is apply'd to a dead 
Man; and tho' it be not apply'd with all 
thoſe Circumſtances, yet I hope his Lord- 


thip muſt grant that the outward Action 


of Drinking in the Body, and the inward 
Action of a Glorious Remembrance in the 
Mind is apply'd. Now this Same Action, 
being Conſtituted and Ordain'd the high- 
eſt inſtance of Chriſtian Worſhip, ought 
to be eſteemed moſt Holy; and cannot 


be apply d to the Remembrance of a dead 


Man with, or without any Circutnſtan- 
ces whatſoever , but by deteſtable Pro- 
fanation and Sacrilege. So that here His 
Lordſhip hath taken upon him à Point 
that will require alt his Logick, 512. Fo 
ſhew that Drinking is not the Action of 
gn when perform'd to Kim Mil 
; and that the Action of a Glorious 
RemrtBirance in the Mind is n6t the A- 
C 2 ctian 


(20) 

ion of a Glorious Remembrance; And 
that the intire Action of Drinking in 4 
grateful and gloricus Remembrance (hall not 
be the ſame Action if you change but the 
Name, or the Object. So, becauſe you 
Kneel in the Worſhip of God, it ſhall not 
be the Action of Kneeling when you kneel 
to the Honour of King William. Why 
then, I beſeech his Lordſhip in his next 
Book, to tell us what other Actions they 
are turned into, when apply'd to King 
William; for, with great Submiſſion to his 
Lordſhip, I cannot conceive that he can 
Drink, or Kneel in a glorious Remem- 

brance without ſome Action or other. 
Secondly, p. 14. ſays his Lordſhip, Hu- 
mane Actions are not to be reckon'd the ſame, 
becauſe of the Agreement that is between the 
outward and bodily Part of them. No ſure- 
ly, ſo fay 1; but becauſe of the inward 
concurring Action of the Mind, which 
in this Caſe is a glorious and grateful Re- 
membrance of a Perſon. Ay! but ſays 
his Lordſhip, even both together cannot 
be the ſame Action, Becauſe it is not done 
with the ſame Intent, Purpeſe, and Deſign. 
But how hath his Lordſhip confuted him- 
ſelf in the ſameBreath? is not its being done 
with 
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with a different Intent, Purpoſe, and De- 


/ign, a granting that the Action is the ſame, 


tho' done with a different Deſign? A 
ſtrange Way of proving a joint Action of 
Body and Mind not to be the ſame ſort 
of Action, becauſe there is no other dif- 
ference but a Man's Intention in doing of 
it, Is not this the very Sin and the Sa- 
crilege I am arguing againſt ? becauſe Men 
proſtitute ſo Holy an Action to the Hon- 
our of a dead Man. i. e. to an Intent, Pur- 
poſe, and Deſign quite contrary to that In- 
tent, Purpoſe, and Deſign for which 1t was 
Inſtituted, and Ordaind. Let us take 
his Lordihips own inſtances : , Kneeling or 
Bowing in Honour of God, and K neeling 
and Bowing in Honour of King William 
are ſtill the ſame Action of Kneeling and 
Bowing in the Body, with the concurrent 
Action of doing Honour in the Mind. 
Suppoſe theſe Actions, when done to King 
William, to be perform'd with a very 
different Intent, Purpoſe, and De/ien from 


what they are when perform'd to God ; 


will this free a Man from being guilty 
of horrid Profaneſs and Idolatry 2 Why 
then, ſure 'tis the ſame Action which 


in one Caſe is the True Worihip of God; 


and 
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and in the other Caſe a moſt deteſtable 
Idolatry : And the Sin conſiſts in what 
his Lordſhip makes the Excuſe; becauſe 
it is perform'd with a very different In- 
tent, Purpoſe, and Deſign from what it 


ought to be. 
And yet here his Lordſhip Triumplis, 


and gives up the Cauſe in the ſame 
Breath, p. 18. There never was, ſays he, 
one Man in the World, who ſo much as 
thought that the very ſame Action, which is 
#0 be done to Chriſt as God, may be done to 
King William as Man. Is not Drinking 
in Remembrance of Chriſt done to him 
as God ? why then will he Drink in Re- 
membrance of King Villiam as a Man. 
O! But ſays his Lordſhip, the Doing it to 
God makes it one ſort of Action; and the 
Doing it to a Man quite another ſort of 
Action. This is pleaſant, then ſay I, you 
may Kneel to King William, ſo tis done 
to him as a Man; you may fing Pſalms 
to him, fo you do it to him as a Man; 
nay you may fay the Lord's Prayer to him; 
may and apply every particular of divine 
Worſhip to him, ſo you do it as to Man. 
For there never was one Man in the World, 


who can acknowledge or ſo much as think thai 
the 
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the very ſame Action which is done to Chriſt 
as God, can poſſibly be done to King MVilliam 
as Man. 

Thirdly, His Lordſhip will not have the 
Actions the ſame, or of the ſame ſort, be- 
cauſe p. 16, 17, 18, the Mind doth not 4 
in the ſame Manner in the performance of 
them both. So far as the Mind acts in the 


ſame Manner, and no farther, are thoſe two 


Actious (conſider d as Humane) to be look'd 
upon as the ſame, or of the ſame ſort. Now 
to put this dark Saying, and indeed theſe 
ſeveral abſtruſe Paragraphs in a clear 
View, the Caſe between his Lordſhip and 
Me is thus, I ſhewd the Profaneneſs and 
Impiety of applying that joint Action both 
of Body and Mind, viz. Drinking in 4 
Glorious and Honourable Remembrance, to 
a dead Monarch, becauſe it is the ſame 
Action which by expreſs Command and 
poſitive Inſtitution of "Chriſt is conſtituted 
the moſt ſolemn A& of Divine Worſhip. 
His Lordſhip labours to ſhew, that there 
is no — or Profaneſs in it; nay that 
it is commendable, and to be practis d b 
all Men of Judgment and Piety ; becauſe 
it is not the ſame Action ( confider'd as 
Humane) which was ſo ordain'd by Chriſt. 
Now 
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Noa if I had ever ſaid any ſuch thing 
vz. That the Actions in one Caſe, and 
the other were the ſame conſider'd as Hu- 
mane ; then his Lordſhip had not been for 
feveral Paragraphs contending with his 
own Shadow. Or if I had not all along 
thro' both Diſcourſes induſtriouſly ſhewn 
that tho” the Actions were the ſame con- 
fider'd in themſelves, yet in Reſpect of the 
Conſciences of ſuch Men who apply thoſe 
Actions, they are as different as Holineſs, 
and Impiety; Virtue, and Vice; Divine 
Worthip, and Idolatry ; Heaven, and Hell, 
then there would have been a greater Ap- 
pearance of Candor and Ingenuity in all 
his Lordſhip ſays upon That Topic. 
The whole Amuſement of his Readers 
lies in thoſe few Words CONSIDER'D 
AS HUMANE. And theretore to diſpell 
the Miſt that is rais'd by them, and to 
fave his Lordſhip and his Reader much 
Trouble in his next Attempt for the ſup- 
port of that CUSTOMARY HEALTH, 
as he calls it, which was, and is ſtill Drank 
by Men of the greateſt Piety and Judgment: 
I thall lay afide that School diſtinction he 
alludes to of Adtio Hominis, and Adtio Hu- 
mana, and acquaint my Reader candidly 
f and 
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and fairly that the Short and the Long 
of all the intricate and perplexing Nici- 
ties which may be purſu'd by His Lord- 
ſhip or Me upon this Head, will inclear 


Speaking amount to no more than this, 
That joint Action both of Body and 


Mind, viz. Drinking in a grateful and glo- 


rious Remembrance, may be conſider d as 
a Natural, or elſe as a Moral or Human 
Action. Conſider d as purely Natural 
tis as all other Actions purely Natu- 


ral are, neither good, nor bad; and this 


ſame Natural Action may be indifferent- 
ly apply 'd to any Thing, or Perſon what- 
ſoever; and in this Notion of it, there 


can be nothing in it commendable. or 


blameable, neither Virtue nor Sin. Now. 
this very ſame Action of Body and Mind 
was thought fit to be Ordain'd, by ex 
preſs Command and poſitive Inſtitution 
of Chriſt, as the moſt exalted Act of Di- 
vine Worſhip; a Symbol of our Union 
with one another z and Communion with 
God. From thor "Divine Inſtitution of 
Drinking in Remembrance of Chriſt, or of 
Remembring Him by Drinking, what was, 
to be conſider d as an Action purely Na- 
tural before, takes upon it the W 
D 0 


rolls: 


of a Moral or Religious Action, and is 


never more to be conſider d by Chriſti- 
ans as an Action purely Natural: And 


from the Time of that Inſtitution, the 


performance of that joint Action muſt 
be either Holy or Wicked, according to 
the Intent, or Circumſtances it is per- 
form'd with; and the Object it is direc- 
ted to. If it be perform'd to Chriſt after 
a due Manner, and with due Circum- 
ſtances, and to thoſe Intent and Purpoſes 
for which it was Conſecrated by Him, 
*tis a good and a holy Action; and the 
oftner it is perform'd, the more it re- 
dounds to the Honour of Chrift, and the 
Comfort of a Man's Soul, But if you 
perform that Same Action of Body and 
Mind to a dead Monarch, with other Cir- 
cumſtances, and to other Intent, and Pur- 
poſes than thoſe for which it was Or- 
dain'd, *tis a wicked and a deteſtable Ac- 
tion; and the more Cuſtomary it be- 
comes, and the greater Judgment and 
Piety it is ſuppoſed to be practis' d with, 
the more it tends to the Diſhonour of 
Chriſt; and the Debaſing of his holy Or- 
dinance; ſo that confider'd as Humane, 
theſe Actions ſhall have as great a diffe- 
„ el rence 
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rence as his Lordſhip can poſlibly j imagine, 
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And now I hope his Lordſhip is pleaſed ; 
And ſo am I tod, for if he allows the 
Action perform 'd to King William is the 
ſame which is perform'd to Chriſt, then 
He grants the horrid Impiety of it: If 
he contends that they are different Ac- 
tions (confider'd as Humane) I ſay ſo too, 
as different as Heaven and Earth; one is 
an Act of Divine Worthip, the other a 
moſt Sacrilegious Profanation of it, Juſt . 
as Kneeling in Honour of King William 
would be an horrid Proſtitution of that 
joint Action of Body and Mind, by which 
we Adore and Worſhip God, to a deteſt- 
able Idolatry. And N to fall in 
with his Lordſhip's Way of ſpeaking, this 
ſhall not be becauſe the Actions are the 
ſame ; but becauſe they are perform'd 
with a quite different Intent, Purpoſe, and 
Deſign, viz. In one to the Worſhip of God; 
in the other, to the Honour of a dead. 
Man. Thus willing am I to oblige his 
Lordſhip, that he ſhall ſuppoſe the Acti- 
ons the Same, of Different ; and indeed 
to oblige my ſelf too, becauſe ſuch a te- 
dious Conteſt about Words only with- 
out any real Drift or Meaning at the 
bottom, is very Irkſom to me, 

D 2 And 
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And here I muſt take leave to Com- 
plain, how his Lordſhip goes a great Way 
about an Argument before he comes to 
any Application or Inference; He makes 
ſo many Offers before he ſtrikes, that He 
tires his Antagoniſt, tho” he gains no other 
Advantage by it but the Amuſement of 
the Lookers on. If his Lordſhip purſues 
this Subject any farther, I beſeech him 
to propoſe what he hath to ſay with ſome 
convenient Brevity, and in a reaſonable 
Compaſs of Words; That his next Piece 
may not be a ſhort Anſwer, with long 
Arguments. I take the clothing of a lit- 
tle Senſe in ſeveral Changes of Expreſſi- 
on, and ſhewing it in great Variety of 
Poſtures, to be no other than a MIMICK- 
ING of the Truth of Style; nay tho it 
be not done with that Deſign. This is 
an Aﬀectation fatal in Preaching, as well 
as Writing; becauſe while a Man doth 
This with an Air only of condeſcending 
to the Capacities of the Vulgar, He 
in reality ſinks into a Meaneſs below 
the common Reaſon and Underſtanding 
of the generality of Men; who are Jud- 
ges of good Senſe, and can take it with 
them, when it is deliver'd with Plaineſs 

and 


629) 

and Brevity; but always drop it in a Miſt 
of tedious Repetitions, and are not able 
to put it together again, after tis thus 
miſerably Broken and Diſmember'd, This 
is the very Cant and ſanGify'd Amuſe- 
ment of your Schiſmatical Tce Who 
chew the ſpiritual Tood ſo {mall and 
role it ſo long in their own Mouths, that. 
there is no Nouriſhment left in it by that 
Time it gets into thoſe of their FW 
Or if this be too nauſeous a. Similitude 
for my Reader, I would have him conſi- 
der, that the pureſt Gold may be ſo la- 
boured and beaten, that there ſhall, be ve- 
ry little Subſtance left, and that it ſhall; 
ſerve only for Gilding and Shew. 1\ 
But to return. from this Digreſſon, p. 
16. His Lordſhip, I fear, will not think 
himſelf anſwer'd if I paſs over his Inſtan- 
ces upon this Head. I kneel. to God ſays; 
my Lord, and Pray that he would give me my 
daily Bread. I incel alſo to my Prince, and 
pray him to beſtom ſomething on me, whereby - 
I may ſubſiſt; theſe Act iont have a verygreat 
bodily Reſemblance, and yet ( confider d as 
Humane) they are not at all of the Same ſort. 
I have no more to ſay here, but to beg of 
his Lordſhip to read my Diſcourſe before: 
e 
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he anſwers it; and conſider the Rate of a 
Queſtion before he argues upon it. The 
Queſtion, from the Beginning to Ending, 
is about an Honour done to a Dead Man 
and he brings an Inſtance of a Living 
Prince. However let us take his own In- 
ſtance and make it parallel. Suppoſe I 
kneel in an honourable Remembrance of 
Chriſt in the Reception of the Holy Sacra- 
ment; and that I kneel upon any other 
Occaſion in an honourable Remembrance 
of King William; is not the joint Action 
of the Body and Mind the ſame, tho' con- 
fider'd as Humane, they are intirely diffe- 
rent? And doth That difference argue the 
Lawfulneſs of ſo kneeling toKing William 2 
notwithſtanding that, naturallyconſider'd, 
they are the ſame Action; Is not one Vir- 
tuous and Holy, and the other a curſed 
Idolatry ? and is not the very Reaſon of 
this, That by: which he argues the Inno- 
cency of ſo doing? vis. Becauſe 5. 18. 
theſe two Actions, conſider 'd as Humane, 
are perform'd neither with the ſame De- 
Han, nor with the Same Manner of Per- 
formance , nor the Same Temper and 
Diſpoſition of the Mind, All this Amuſe- 
ment _— an Action being the SAME, 
and 
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and Not the Same, Humanly conſider'd, 
is not only thus foreign to the-Matter ; 
but ſuch · apparent ſhifting and Sophiſm, 
that I Bluſh for his Lordſ{bip while Lan- 
ſwer it. 

If we Kneel even to a living Prince 
with a Deſign of Worſhip, it is Idolatry 
but if we Kneel to that ſame Prince when 
he is in another World, tis an Idolatrous 
Act, tho' we Kneel to him as a Man, and 
not by Way of Divine Worſhip. But then 
it Kneeling in Remembrance of Chriſt were, 
by expreſs Command and Inſtitution, made 
the moſt ſolemn Act of Adoration, then 
ſurely it wou'd be a much more abomi- 
nable Idolatrous Act to Kneel in Remem- 
brance of any other Perſon in another 
World, than if there were no ſuch Com- 
mand and Inſtitution. You will ſay in 
that Caſe it wou'd be Profanation to 
Kneel in Remembrance even of a living 
Prince. Then, ſay I, look you to that; 
I am much of that Opinion. Only the 
Sacrilege and Profanation of that Holy 
Action wou'd not have been ſo great in 
applying it to the Living, as to the Dead. 

The other Inſtance his Lordſhip pro- 
duces, is that of an Ox, The Bodily 

_ 
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Action of Drinking is of the ſame fort 


in an OX, as in a MAN. I have read 
this long Eighteenth Paragraph with 
great Attention, and with all the Ac- 
curacy that I have left, and I can find 
no other Drift or Application in it than 
this, vizs That He who Drinks in Re- 
membrance of King William, drinks like 
an Ox; or like any other Beaſt, I 
ſuppoſe is his Lordſhip's Meaning. For 
notwithſtanding a little forc'd Reſemblance 
which is artificially made between Drinking 
m Remembrance of King William, and 
Drinking in Remembrance of Chriſt in 
ontward Appearance; yet Inwardly, and 
conſiderd as Humane, there is no more 
Reſemblance than between the Drinking 
of an Ox, and the Drinking of a Man. 
Left J ſhould be thought to flight his 
Lordſhips Reaſoning, I muſt give this a ſe- 
riousAnſwer. Well then, I grant anOx can 
drink; thus far we are agreed; In what 
do we differ then ? In two very import- 
ant Points. Frft, I ſay that what his 
Lordimp allows n the Drinking of 
an Ox and a Man, holds likewiſe be- 
tween the Action of Drinking in the ſame - 
Man upon different Occaſions ; namely, 
that 
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that upon whatſoever Occaſion a Man 
Drinks, 'tis the Natural Action of Drink- 
ing ſtill: And ſo the Natural Action of 
Remembring in the Mind, whatever a 
Man Remembers, is ſtill an Action of the 
ſame fort. And this holds True in thoſe 
two Actions united, v/z. That whatſce- 
ver, or whomſoever a Man Drinks in Re- 
membrance of, tis ſtill an Action of the 
ſame ſort; and this ſame Action may be 
perform d worthily, or unworthily. This 
His Lordſhip is ſo far from granting, that 
he will not allow the Action of Drinking 
in the very ſame Man, at two different 
Times, or upon two different Occaſions, or 
with two different Degus, to be in aNatu- 
ral Senſe an Action of the ſame ſort ; for if 


once he grants this, all his Reaſoning fails; 


which all amounts to no more than this, the 
Action of Drinking apply'd to Chriſt, and 
K. Milliam are not the ſame or of the lame 
ſort even in a Natural Senſe, becauſe they 
are not ſo in a Moral Senſe, or in his own 
Phraſe Conſider d as Humane. This is very 
hard and unequal Dealing, I grant his 
Lordſhip that the Actions are not the ſame 
conſider'd as Humane; And he will not 


grant me that they are the ſame, conſi- 
| E der'd 
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der'd as purely Natural; which is all 1 
have Occaſion for, and then we are both 
agreed. If He will draw any Conſequence 
from this Topick, it muſt be one of theſe 
Two; either the Actions are not the ſame 
in a Natural Senſe, therefore they are 
not ſo in a Moral Senſe ; of they are not 
the ſame in a Moral Senſe, therefore 
not ſo in a Natural Senſe. For ſurely, 
*tis a ſtrange Attempt to prove that the 
Actions are not the ſame in either Senſe. 
It a Man Drinks to quench his Thirſt at 
one Time, and Drinks to poyſon himſelf 
at Another, ſurely the Action is the ſame 
in a Natural Senſe; Tho' in one Caſe, it 
is an innocent and lawful Action; in the 
other, nothing leſs than ſelf Murther. 
Another Thing in which we intirely 
differ is, That I am of Opinion, that tho' 
an Ox can Drink, yet He can't Drink in 
Remembrance of any Perſon, Divine or 
Humane; which his Lordihip muſt ne- 
ceſſarily ſuppoſe, if He hath any Mean- 
ing or Application of this Similitude. And 
therefore, till his Lordſhip is pleaſed to 
think again, and look out for a more apt 
Compariſon, I have no more to ſay here; 
than that I have no Conteſt with Him 
about 
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about Drinting, but about Drinking in 
«Remembrance. 

Tho' his Lordſhip is ſo afraid to grant 
it, yet I inſiſt upon it, that Drinking is an 
Action common to us with the Beaſts; 
tis the ſame Action, or of the ſame ſort; 
And the Action of Remembring One Per- 
ſon, or Another, is the ſame Action, or 
of the ſame ſort : And therefore to fall 
in with his Lordſhip's Compariſon, and 
make the Inſtance parallel ; I will for 
once ſuppoſe that an Ox could Drink in 
Remembrance, (but then take this with 
you, which his Lord(hip leaves behind, 
12. that then he muſt be a Rational Ox, 
and then leave his Lordſhip to apply this 
to every particular of his Reaſoning. I 
am perſwaded he will then be convinc'd, 
that between one ſuch Ox and another, 
all that I contend for would be granted. 
And that if Drinking in Remembrance 
of their Maker, were preſcrib'd to all Oxen 
as the Way of Worſhipping and Acknow- 
ledging Him as their Owner, he wou'd 
be look d upon as a very profane and 
wicked Ox, who ſhould Drink in Remem- 
brance of one of his own kine, Dead and 
Rotten, And it would be thought no 
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Excuſe, even in ſuch a Brute, to ſay that 
it was Lawful ſo to do, becauſe the Ac, 
tions were not the ſame. For would not - 
even his Lordſhip put this Anſwer into 
the Mouths of all ſuch Oxen ; that tho' 
the Actions are not the ſame in a Moral 
Senſe, yet they are ſo in a Natural Senſe; 
and that the Immorality and Idolatry con- 
ſiſted in the applying that ſame Natural 
Action Immorally, 7. e. where they ought not, 
and after another Mauner, and with other 
Gircumſtances, as well as for a Reaſon al;oge- 
ther different, from what they ought to do. 
Paragraph 14. Well but if I go to that, 
then my Argument proves too much, 13. 
It concludes againſt Drinking in an honcura- 
ble Remembrance of cur living Friends, It 
may prove too much for his Lordſhip, but 
not too much for me. I don't think the 
Worſe, but the better of the Argument 
for that; and if he can find out no o- 
ther Way of confuting it, I wou'd adviſe 
him to leave off that too. I muſt only ac- 
quaint his Lordſhip here, that this is quite 
another Subject, and he may have enough 
of that another Time; and therefore for 
the preſent, let him ſtick to the Queſtion 
as it relates to the Dead, or Departed, 
; and 
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and not to the Living. The Obſervance 
or which diſtin&ion, I preſs with greater 
Earneſtneſs upon his Lordſhip, becauſe I 
obierve he hath hitherto overlooked it 
in all the Oppoſition he hath yet given 
me: 
IV. Paragraph the 21/}, His Lordſhip 
comes upon a New Topick. He ſays, If 
I had conſider d that plain diſtinction of 
the Logicians between Dictum Simpliciter 
aud Dictum ſecundum quid, I had avoid- 
ed that miſtake upon which both my Firſt 
and Second Part are wholy Built. The 
diſtinction I am well acquainted with 
but with my utmoſt Skill cannot find out 
any Application of it either to my Firſt, 
or Second Part. The Caſe is thus; Some 
found Fault with my ſaying, That Drink- 
ing in Remembrance of a Perſon depar- 
ted this World was Eſſential to the Sa- 
crament; then ſaid I, Part 2. p. 45. Let 
them lay that Word aſide, and fay it is 
the chief End, Purpoſe, or Deſign of that 
Holy Sacrament. Now comes my Lord 
Biſhop, and calls all my Firſt and Second 
Part a Common Fallacy for This ſaying, 
Where's the Fallacy ? If Drinking in Re- 
membrance of a Perſon departed this 
World 
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World [Simply Confider'd] be the Chief 


End, &c. of the Sacrament ; then it will 
follow, that if in the Celebration of that 
Sacrament Iremember any Perſon departed, 
no matter who, I tulal the chief End, Intent, 
Purpoſe, and Deſian of that Holy Sacrament, 
1. e. It his Lordihip Drauk in Remembrance 
of King William in that Sacrament, in- 


Read of Chriſt; on my Reaſoning, it wou'd 


anſwer the whole End of it, And why? 
becauſe King Milliam is a Perſon depar- 
ted this World. 

Now take the Words which I have in- 
cluded in Hooks [Simply Gonjider'd | which 
he puts into my Mouth; and in which, 
the whole Fallacy, with great Cruelty & 
Injuſtice laid to my Charge, is included; 
and which his Lordſhip Brands me with: 
And it I had ever meant, or ſpoke, or 
wrote ſuch a Sentence, there would have 
been ſome Colour for this Treatment 
from him. Nay, if my whole Reaſoning, 
thro? both Firſt and Second Part, did not 
proceed upon the Remembrance of a DI- 
VINE Perſon, even JESUS CHRIST who 
died for our Sins, being the Chief End, In- 
tent, Purpoſe, and Deſign of the Holy Sa- 
crament; and if I had not explain'd my 

ſelf 
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{elf ſo over and over, this might have been 
look'd upon as a pure Miſtake or Overſight 
in his Lordſhip; which even fo, would have 
been a ſtrange Inſtance of the Frailty of 
humane Underſtanding. 
But be this how it will; Remember 
my Lord, I now ſay once more, ſince this 
Repetition is become neceſſary, that I do 
not ſay the Remembrance of any Perſon 
departed this World, is either Effential to 
the Sacrament, or the chief End, Intent, 
Purpoſe, or Defien of it: But that I ſay the 
quite contrary, viz. of Jeſus Chriſt alone, 
who died for our Sins. And from this 
very Principle it is that I argue the de- 
teſtable Impiety, and horrid Profaneneſs 
and Idolatry of that cuſtomary Practice, 
which you ſo zealouſly Defend. For, it 
being the chief End, Purpoſe, and Deſign 
of Eating and Drinking in that Sacrament 
to remember a Divine Perſon, even Feſus 
Chriſt ; and this by expreſs Gommand and 
poſitive Inſtitution, we ought not to Eat or 
Drink in Remembrance of a departed 
Perſon, Mortal and Humane ; and who did 
not dye for our Sins. And my Inference 
all along is, that an Action ſo conſecra- 
ted to a Divine Perſon, and to ſuch _ 
alte 
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_ #lted Purpoſes in Religion; namely, The 


Communion of Chriſt's Body and Flood, and 
the Participation of the Merits of his Death 
and Paſſion, in order to our Salvation, ought 
not to be Deſecrated to the glorious Re- 
membrance of a dead Prince, For tho 
thoſe particulars recited by his Lordſhip, 
are indeed Ends and Purpoſes of that Sa- 
crament; yet the Remembrance only, is 
the chief and immediate End; as witneſs 
the very Words of the Inſtitution, Do 
This in Remembrance of Me. 
And now the Caſe is thus plain to eve- 
ry Capacity, I appeal to any truly Chri- 
ſtian Reader, Whether it is poſſible to miſ- 


repreſent any Man's Reaſoning or Sen- 


timents to a greater Degree 2 But bad as 
This is, I wiſh for his Lordſhip's Sake the 
Caie were no worſe ; and that he were 
not himſelf notoriouſly Guilty of that De- 
{1/70nu, which he with ſo much confidence 
Charges upon me. For it falls out un- 
fortunately that this is the very Fallacy 
upon which all his Lordſhip's Reaſoning 
is built. | 
The Sophiſm in Logick, is when a Man, 
from what he lays down as imply True, 
infers the ſame Thing to be True in ſome 
= | par- 
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particular Reſpect. Accordingly his Lord- 
ſhip firſt ſuppoſes this Propoſition to be 
ſimply True, v/z. That a Man may lawfully 
Drink in Remembrance of the Dead; or of 
a Perſon Departed this World [no matter 
who] which is granted : And from thence 
he infers This to be True in a particular 
Reſpe&, viz. That the ſame Thing holds 
True now under the Goſpel ; which is ut- 
terly deny'd, and the very Thing he 
_ ought to prove; for ſince the Inſtitution 
of the Euchariſt, nothing can be more 
Falſe, And here again is another Fal- 
lacy, which the Schools call Ignorat ib 
Elenchi. i. e. The fuppofing that to be 
True, which it is a Man's Buſineſs to 
prove; and till he proves it, all his Con- 
ſequences are but beating the Air, and 
no Way defeating the Reaſoning of his 
Opponent; he argues much, but proves 
nothing. | 
So that after all, the True Applicati- 
on of that diſtinction of Dictum Simpliciter 
and Dictum ſecundum quid, is what I all 
along obſerv d; The Drinking in Remem- 
brance of a Perſon departed this World, 
conſider d Simply in it ſelf, before the 
Goſpel, is neither LawfuF nor unam- 

„ ful, 
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ful, but an Action purely Natural and In- 
different. But if you conſider it ſecundum 
quid, i. e. in a particular Reſpect; name- 
ly, in reſpect of Chriſt's Inſtitution of it, 
for great and divine Purpoſes; for the 
moſt exalted Act of Chriſtian Worſhip; 
and as being cloth'd with particular Cir- 
cumſtances for that Purpoſe: Then no- 
thing can be more wicked than to reduce 
that Action again to its firſt Ind ifference; 
to uncloth it at our Pleaſure; ſtripping 
it of all thoſe Circumſtances with which 
the Divine Command hath inveſted it, 
and made inſeparable from it; and ap- 
plying it to a dead Man with another 
fantaſtick Suit of Cloaths of our own 
making; and in ſhort, to diveſt it of all 
thoſe glorious Purpoſes in Religion, to 
which it is apply'd ;' to Dreſs it, and Un- 
dreſs it again, according to Mens own 
Humour; and apply it indifferently, either 
to the Worſhip of Chriſt, or the honour- 
able Remembrance of King Wil;am. 
Under this Head, p. 19. His Lordſhip is 
fall of Wonder , that there ſhould be a 
Sacrameittal Action, which is not a Com- 
pleat Sacrament; and yet hath the very 
£jſence or Eſſential Form of one: * 
E — 
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eſpecially what hath no Being at all, but 
from poſitive Inſtitution. To which Ob- 
jection, I mult return his Lordſhip his own 
Anſwer, viz. That thtſe are Notions too hard 
for plain Men to take as a Rule for Conſci- 
ence. I give plain and invincible Reaſons 
tor the Doctrine I maintain ; others, not 
being able to anſwer them, make Objec- 
tions full of Abſtruſeneſs, all Notional 
and Abſtracted; and when I Reply to 

them, then they Charge me with that 
Obſcurity which they neceſſarily Occaſi- 
on, So his Lordſhip, here, ſtarts what he 
takes to be an abſurdity in Phyſicks, and 
then fancies it muſt be much more ſo in 
Ethicks or Morality. But he is unhappi- 
ly overſeen in both. 

Let us put This profound RIDDLE 
in another Inſtance, v/z. What ſtrange 
Monſter is that, which is a Limb of the 
Body, and is not a Compleat Body, and 
yet hath the eſſential Form of a Body? 
Thus, I unriddle it, The Head is a Mem- 
ber of the Body, but not a compleat Body, 
and hath as great a Share in the Soul, 
which is the eſſential Form of the Body, 
as any other Member; it being common 
to all the Members. So, Drinking is a 
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Part of the Sacrament, and no Compleat 

Sacrament; and yet hath as great a Share 

in the Remembrance of Chriſt, as Eating 

in that Sacrament; This Remembrance 

being common to them both, and to all 

other Parts of that Sacrament, if there 

were an Hundred of them; and yet that 

Sacrament hath its being from poſitive In- 

ſtitution. Tho' the Caſe falls out thus 

exactly parallel, this was more in Reaſon 

than his Lordſhip ought to have expected 

in a Moral Action, or Religious Inſtituti- 

on; but it however, ſhews the unfairneſs 

of his drawing abſurd Inferences in Mo- 

rality from Natural Principles, than which 

| - nothing can be more Low and Abject in 

a Reaſoner ; and is ſo much the leſs ex- 

cuſeable, becauſe of the clear Light this 

| ſingle Point is put into, under the 3d and 
8:h Objection in my Second Part. 

V. In p. 11. and in ſeveral other Pla- 
ces thro' that Anſwer, tis a repeated & 
heavy Charge upon me, that I Debaſe that 
Sacred Ordinance of God, by. forcibly bring- 
ing it into a Compariſon with an ordinary 
Cuſtom, which Men (of great Judgment 
and Piety) had taken up in their common 
Drinking. But my good Chriſtian we 

er 
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der, judge you between us, which makes 
the Compariſon, His Lordſhip, who not 
only Drinks in a glorious Remembrance 
of King William ſincerely, and from his 
Heart, but ALSO Teacheth Men ſo ; or 
I who deteſt and explode that Compariſ- 
on which he daily Practices. Juſt fo, 
if a Man ſings an Hymn of Praiſe to K. 
William on his Knees, and I come and ſay, 
Whatever he deſigns by it, tis very like 
ſinging a Pſalm to Ghri/t ; Pray which 
of us makes the Compariſon ? 

Again, if Men ſhould be ſo far tranſ- 
ported with Zeal for the Memory of that 
great Monarch, as to make ſolemn Poceſ- 
ſions to his Statue, cloth'd in Scarlet, and 
Purple, and black Gowns, with all their 
Enſigns of Honour; not without varie- 
ty of Muſick, and loud Acclamations 
before it; And I ſhou'd venture to ſay, 
all this is very like the Heathen Worſhip 
of their departed Heroes: Or if Men 
ſhould kneel before his Statue, uncover 
their Heads, and bow their Bodies; and 
Iſhould go about to ſhew the Reſemblance 
and Similitude this hath with kneeling, 
uncovering the Head, and bowing to 
Chriſt ; and make this Inference from 
thence, 
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thence, That all theſe are Sacrilegious 


and Idolatrous Practices, tho* Men delign 
no more than doing Honour to a dead 
Man. Then his Lordihip ſtops his Ears, 
crys out Horrour ! Elaſphemy! makings New 
Sins! and can hardly leave off repeating 
this Sentence, Debaſeng the Ordinances of 
God, by forcibly bringing them into a Compa- 
riſon with an ordinary Cuſtem Men had taken 
#p in their common Converſation | Softer 
Language I beſeech you; Pray, my Lord, 
do they, or I make the vile and odious 


Compariſon : 2 


Even fo, tis ſtrange his Lordſhip ſhou'd 
be thus Horribly afraid of being told of 
that Compariſon which he is daily Act- 
ing. Can it be Blaſphemy for a Man 
only to mention the Compariſon ; and yet 
no Profonation, Sacrilege, or Idolatry in 


the cuſtomary Performance of it? Doth 


not he who daily Ads the Compariſon 


forcibly draw me into the ſpeaking of it, 


and ſhewing the curſed Nature of that 
Practice ? and for this Reaſon, becauſe it 
carrys in it a Compariſon with our moſt 
Holy Euchariſt? Let his Lordſhip, and all 
thoſe who are by him exhorted and en- 
courag'd to that Sacrilegious Health, leave 
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it off; and then the Compariſon will 
ceaſe. By that Means, and no other, they 
will put it out of my Power to make any 
Compariſon. 

'Tis a certain ſign of Guilt that Men 
are lo gall'd and fretted at the very men- 
tion of this Compariſon. If there were 
really no Similitude or Reſemblance, they 
would be very Eaſy under all that could 
be ſaid againſt that Health: But all this 
unt aſineſs they diſcover, is in Truth no 
other than a ſecret feeling of Inward Pain, 
in ſuch who are not yet acquainted with 
their own Diſtemper, or unwilling to diſ- 
cover it; and therefore they cry out up- 
on the rude and inhumane Application 
of the Hand which ſearches it for their 
- | 


VI. Hitherto, I have had to deal with 
Arguments in a common Form, and only 
of an ordinary Size; But now I come to 
encounter a terrible Syllogiſm which was 
reſerv'd by his Lordibip for the laſt reſort z 
and I cannot give my Reader a fight of 
it without ſome Solemnity, and preparing 
him not to beſcard with the Gigantick 
Shape in which it appears; eſpecially ſince 
it 
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it is the more formidable for having hi- 


therto ſtalk'd about in Darkneſs, and is 
halled into the Light with great Reluct- 
ance ; becauſe, by that means, like all o- 
ther Spectres and Apparitions, it muſt va- 
nith and diſappear. Behold then, here 
It is. p. 26. 

No ACTION, which by Command and 
Inſtitution of Chriſt is made a part of Di- 
vine Worſhip, can without Idolatry be apply d 
to a meer Man. 

But the Action of begging forgiveneſs, 
from him againſt whom we have treſpaſs'd, 
zs by expreſs Command and Inſtitution of 
Chriſt (in the Lord's Prayer) made a part 
of Divine Worſhip. | 
- Therefore the Action of begging forgive- 
neſs, &c. cannot, without Idolatry, be apply d 


to a meer Man. | 


This Syllogzſm is brought to confound 
mine. p. 40. The whole Strength of it 
ties in this, that it ſhews the falſeneſs of 
my Conclufion, by containing a parallel 
Inſtance which is made a part of Divine 
Worthip by Command and Inſtitution of 
Chrift; and yet may be apply'd to a meer 


Man, via. The AGion of Begging forgiveneſs 
| | of 
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of him againſt whom we have treſpaſid; 
which he makes a parallel Caſe with 
Eating and Drinking in Remembrance of 
a Perſon departed this World. 
But there are ſo many Diſparities be- 
tween theſe two, that I know not where 
to begin to Enumerate them, any one of 
which deſtroys the Compariſon. - 

Firſt, Begging Forgiveneſs both of God, 
and Man, are expreſly Commanded ; but 
Drinking in Remembrance of Ghrif only 
is Commanded. | 

Again, the calling BEGGING FOR- 
GIV ENESS, &c. an Inſtitution is a Way 
of ſpeaking ſo very New, that I am per- 
ſwaded his Lordſhip hath the Credit of the 
firſt Invention. Eating & Drinking in Re- 
membrance of Chriſt, every one knows 
to be an Inſtitution of His; but if then 
begging Forgiveneſs of Chriſt is called an 
Inſtitution, it requires Explanation be- 
fore it can be well apprehended. 
And then the ACTION of Begging For- 
giveneſe, is like w iſe peculiar to his Lord- 
ſhip. I always imagin d, that the diſtinc- 
tion of Thong his, Words: and Adiont, was 
the commoneſt in the World ; and there 
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Impropriety. If his Lordſhip had inſtanc'd 


in begging Forgiveneſs by any Action, as of 
K neeling, Proſtration, lifting up of Hands, or 
Eyes, or any other bodily Action, the Caſe 
— have had ſomething of Likeneſs. 
But let all this paſs; and let us Form his 


own Inſtance into a Hllogiſin ſomething 


parallel. 
Nothing which by Command and In- 
ſtitution of Chriſt is made a part of Di- 


vine Worſhip, can without Idolatry be ap- 


ply'd to a meer Man. 
But that Form of begging Forgiveneſs 
in the Lord's-Prayer, And forgive us our 
Treſpaſſes, as we forgive them that Treſpaſs 
againſt us, is by Command and Inſtituti- 
on of Chriſt made a part of Divine Wor- 
ſhip. 
Therefore that Form, &c. cannot with- 
out Idolatry be apply'd to a meer Man. 
Pray my Lord, give me your Opinion of 
this Syllogiſm. 
Nay, Iwill give up all hitherto, and yet 
his Lordſhip's Syllogiſm doth not however 
in the leaſt, touch either mine, or the 
Queſtion; for to make both our Inſtan- 
ces parallel, they muſt run thus, 
Drinking in Remembrance of a Perſon 


Departed this World. __ Ask- 


$ 3.7% 

Asking Forgiveneſs of a Perſon De- 
parted this World. 

Now I hope even his Lordſhip ſees his 
Syllogiſm, if it be rightly parallel with 
mine, muſt run thus, | 

No Action which by Command and In- 
ſtitution of Chriſt, is made a part of Di- 
vine Worſhip, can without Idolatry be 
apply d to a meer Man. 

But the Action of Begging Forgiveneſs 
of a Perſon out of this World, is by Com- 
mand and Inſtitution of Chriſt, made a 
part of Divine Worſhip. 

Therefore the Action of Begging For- 
giveneſs of Perſon out of this World, can- 


not without Idolatry be apply'd to a meer 
Man. 


And now I make it my Requeſt to his 
Lordſhip, that laying aſide all that I have 
wrote againſt that Profane and Sacrilegi- - 
ous Health, He wou'd undertake to an- 
{wer this one Argument of his own a- 
gainſt it, rightly Form'd, and ſomething 
parallel with my Syllogiſm; and when this 
is perform'd, I promiſe to make that pub- 
lick Recantation; which, till then, Tihall 


always look upon Him to be indiſpenſibly 
oblig'd to. 
G 2 I 
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hope I have no Occaſion to beg his Lord- 
ſhip's Pardon for thus turning his own 
Argument upon him, and putting it in 
ſuch a Light, that it muſt appear even 
Monſtrous ; and that every one that reads, 
muſt ſee how fraught it is with Abſurdity, 
and how void of all Application but 
what 1s intirely againſt him, and that 
wicked Healtu he hath ſo openly and 
warmly eſpous'd, | 
It muſt now be confeſs'd this Action, 
as his Lordſhip calls it, Of Begging For- 
giveneſs, &c. was a moſt unlucky Inſtance 
inſomuch , that I am at a loſs to think 
where he cou'd have ſtumbled upon ano- 
ther, which ſhou'd ſo effectually expoſe 
the weakneſs of that Cauſe he hath un- 
dertaken to defend. Whenever his Lord- 
thip is pleas d to look out for more Inſtan- 
ces to the fame purpoſe, or make any 
More Syllogiſms, I beſeech him to carry 
this ſmall diſtinction in his Mind, v/z, be- 
tween the L:ving and the Dead. I have 
no Conteſt with him, at leaft as yet, a- 
bout any Honours done to the Living, but 
to thofe only in Another World; and in or- 
der to Imprint this ſo deeply upon His 
Lordſhip, that he may not again overlook ; 
or 


(353 | 
for his own Eaſe, and that of his Readers; 
and of mine too: I ſhall obſerve to him 
here, That if any who in the late Reign 
were guilty of Drinking Fa&:os Healths, 
or of any other ſeditious Practices towards 
our late Sovereign Queen ANNE of bleſ- 
ſed Memory; who did by groundlefs 
and clandeſtine Inſinuations, or open Ca- 
lumny, vility her Perſon and Government; 
cr who did indirectly, or ſecretiy Support 
and Countenance thoſe. who did ſo. If 
they, I ſay, in Her Lifetime, had been 
brought to ſuch a Senſe of their Sin, that 
they had then acknowledgd: the Viola» 
tion both of the Expreſs Precepts of tlie 
Goſpel, and of thoſe Oaths of Loyalty 
and Fidelity they took to Her, and hear- 
tily and ſincerely Begg d Her Forgiveneſs, 
nay, and upon theirKnees too; This wou'd 
have been a very good Action, no more 
than Matter of Duty, and what they 
were oblig' d to do, as far as they had any 
fair Opportunity for fo doing. 

But now She is departed this World, 
they have ſlip d their Time for that, and 
they muſt Begg Forgiveneſe, of any Diſloy- 
alty they were guilty of towardsHer, from 
God only. And if they ſhould: offer 5 
as 
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ask Her Forgiveneſs, and beg of Her. to 
| pardon their Falſeneſs, or Ingratitude, or 


Diſloyalty towards Her when Living; 
nay, tho they did not perform this upon 
their Knees ; nor by repeating the Lord's 
Prayer, or any part of it; yet it wou'd 
be groſs and abominable Idolatry; but 
not ſo groſs as a ſolemn and cuſtomary 
Drinking in Remembrance of Her wou'd 
be. And that for this plain Reaſon, be- 
cauſe Begging forgiveneſs of Chriſt is part 
only of our ordinary Service ; but Drink- 
ing in Remembrance of Chriſt, is the moſt 
exalted Act of Divine Worſhip now un- 
der the — 


And now that I am to lay down the 
Argument, till his Lordſhip is pleas'd to 
take it up again, I muſt wave all Con- 
tention as an Antagoniſt; and beg leave to 
Expoſtulate with him as a Brother, con- 
cerning his whole Manner of treating 
this Subject, and Me. 

His Lordſhip hath given ſuffici- 
ent Evidence of. his Senſe of the grear 
Importance of the Subje&, by thoſe ſeveral 
Anſwers he was pleas'd to write, both in 
* and Latin againſt my firſt Diſ- 

courſe; 
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courſe; which being communicated to 
me then in a private and friendly Man- 
ner, were a Secret, While His Lordſhip 
made them ſo; but hearing his Complaints 
of my miſtaking and miſrepreſenting his 
Arguments and Objections in my Second 
Part hath made it neceſſary, in Juſtice to 
my ſelf, to declare that to the beſt of my 
Knowledge I extracted the Subſtance of 
his Lordihip's Reaſoning out of thoſe Pa- 
pers, with all the Brevity and Clearneſs 
I could ; and propos'd his Objections in 
the utmoſt Strength they could bear, and 
without the leaſt Intimation from whom 
I had them. 3 7 7 
But above all, this laſt DEFENCE of 
that CUSTOMARY Health, written by 
his Lordſhip, ſhews how much the Subje& 
poſſeſs'd his Thoughts; ſince it is full, not 
only of nice Diſtinctiont, and Abſtrafed 
Notions in his own Words, Too hard for 
plain Men to take as a Rule of Conſcience, 
and whereby to determine what ii, and ic 
not 4 Sin. p. 19. but of unuſual Zeal 
and Warmth. And the great Confidence 
his Lordſhip had of his Performance, and 
firm Opinion of the Truth of. what he 
wrote, is apparent from His Determina- 
1 tion 
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tion in favour of that cuſtomary Health, 
to ſuch as came for Satisfaction in it, as a 
Pornt of Conſcience; from his making no 
Secret of this laſt Defence of it himielf 
bidding me make no Secret of it, when he 
lent me a Copy of it; and if I pleas'd, to 
publiſh it at the Market Croſs. 
And now, I ask how his Lordſhip can 
anſwer the not printing His Defence of 
that HEALTH, and Confutation of that 
Blaſphemy which hath been ſpoke againſt 
it; or againſt Chriſt, and his holy Inſtitu- 
tion 2 Surely to prevent ſo publick a De- 
bating the Ordinances of God ; and adding 
fo the Scriptures, by Making a New Sin, 
is worth owning in the moſt publick 
Manner; And how can he anſwer to Gad, 
or his own Conſcience, or the Souls of Men, 
the Omiffion of ſo great and ſeaſonable 
a Service? And if that Health be a Thing 
of Good Report, and fo Prazſe-worthy in 
Men of the greateſt Judgment and Piety, 
tis no leſs than Matter of indiſpenſible 
Duty, in one who hath taken ſo much 
Pains in the Subject, to ſpread His Defence 
as far as it can go, and not to hide ſo great 
ow Talent in a Nu. in 
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I am aware of his Lordſhip sAnſwer to 
this, Viz. Where there is no 255 there is no 
Tranſgreſſion. But there is no Law which 
obliges him to Print his Defence of that 
Fudicious and Picus Health. Now, this 
not being one of the Ten Commandments, 
I will not enter into any long Diſpute 
with his Lordſhip; and ſhall. at preſent 
only repeat this Text, He who 7s aſbam d 
of Me and My Wordt, &c. which may im- 
ply ſome Obligation towards it ; I mean 
upon his Lordihip's Principles, and the 
great Opinion he hath conceiv*'d. of it. 
Tho" there is no expreſs Law which obli- 
ges me to, Print an Anſwer to a Manu- 


ſcript Defence: I ſhould not however think 


my ſelf intirely Innocent in the Omiſſion 
of it, ſince 1 am of Opinion, that there 
is an equal Neceſſity for providing an An- 
ti dote agamſt a Peſtifence which walketh i in 
Darkneſs ; 5 as againſt 4 Sictneß "which de- 


Aropeth at Noon Da). 


in the next Place, 1 think I have juſt 
Reason di Comp laint for the Difficulties 
laid on rhe, by ſuch a Way of proceed- 
ing, Who in Defence of my felf, and fo 
great A Truth as His Lordi roy 


muſt either run the hazard of being Cen- 


H ſur d 
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ſur'd, for Publiſhing what perhaps He or 
his Friends for him, will now at laſt be- 
gin to call a Secret; or elſe do exactly as 
His Lordſhip hath dene: Firſt, Write a 
Manuſcript Anſwer ; Then ſhew it to ſeveral 
B:ſhops and Clergymen of the beſt Note; Then 
lend it to his Lordſhip as à Thing apprcu'd 
by them all, and a full Confutation of Him; 
Deſirine Him to make no Secret of it, but 
publiſh it at the Market CROSS ; After- 
wards ſend it about, and tell all Company 
T converſe with, that He hath miſtaken and 
miſrepreſeuted me; Then refuſe poſitively to 
Print it my ſelf; And at laſt ſend his Lord- 
ſhip Word, He may Print it, ſo he did not 
put my Name to it. No, I deteſt ſuch 
Mining, and Countermining as unbecom- 
ing the Chriſtian Warfare; I am not for 
working X#uder Ground; for Sapping and 
Engaging in the Dark: This ſeems to me 
very unbecoming thoſe Goſpel Truths, 
which can bear the Light, and are to be 
openly acknowledg d without Reſerye; 
and that too, when tis moſt Anſeaſoualile 
ſo to do; which is an Excuſe his Lordſhip 
cannot Plead, ſince he cou'd never appear 
in Print upon this Subject, in a more ad- 
vantagevus Seaſon. And therefore, I hogs 
I ba 4 
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He will conſider better of it, and put his 
Name either to a Defence of that Health, 
or a Recantation: If He reſolves upon the 
former, I ſhall make this reaſonable Re- 
queſt, That He will come no more behind 
my Back, but engage openly Face to Face 
like a generous Adverſary. 
Had his Lordſhip fingled out any one 
Paragraph of either of my Diſcourſes ; 
propos'd the ſtrength of my Reaſoning in 
thort and plain Language ( nay, tho' he 
had ſhewn as little Mercy to all my Ar- 
guments as I have done to his) expos'd 
the Weakneſs of them, and made it ap- 
pear Plainly and Intelligibly wherein I 
fail' d; and had not been aſham'd of it when 
he had done, but have appear'd in Print in 
Defence of what he had ſo much labour'd 
in Manuſcript, and openly promoted by his 
Example, and whole Converſation : This 
wou'd have been a good Indication of a 
ſincere Zeal for the Honour of Chriſt and 
his Ordnance, which he conceiv'd to be 
ſo Debaſed and Blaſphemed by me, But 
how is it to be reconcil'd to that Candour 
and Ingenuity due to a Subject fo Sacred? 
to the Credit & Reputation of a Brother ? 
who without This printed Anſwer muſt 
5 H 2 hayg 
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have lain under the heavy Imputation of 
Blaſphemy; and Making a New Sin, &c. 
That his Lordſhip ſhou'd overlook all that 
I had wrote, and iniicad of an Anſwer to 
any one Inſtance of it, ſhou'd only ſtart 
ſome Notional and Abſtruſe Objections, 
Obſcurely propos'd ; and Amuſe People 
with Logical Diſtinctions, without any 
Drift or Application; and then leave this 
to paſs for a Confutation of me, to all who 
thou'd hear that his Lordſhip had wrote 
an Anſwer, but perhaps ſhow'd never read 
it; which might indeed ſerve all other 
Ends and Purpoſes, but that of Abetting 
and Defending of Truth. 

I beſeech his Lordſhip to conſider well, 
that if I am in the wrong, 'tis at worſt 
but a miſtaken Zeal for the Honour of 
our Holy Euchariſt, ; but if he is in the 
wrong, *tis no other than an Horrid and 
Sacrilegious Profanation of it. That there 
can be no. Blaſphemy or Making a New Sin, 
or Debaſing the Holy Ordinance of God 
in forbearing that Health, which he is ſo 
zealous for ; but there may be all this and 
a great deal more, in the daily cuſtoma- 
ry Practice of it. That I contend for the 


e on, and Forbearauce only of an Acti- 
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on which He allows to be indifferent in 
its own Nature ; but that He contends for 
the Practice and Commiſſion of what is ar- 
gu'd to be no leſs, now under the Goſpel, 
than Profane, Sacrilegious, and Lis 

His Lordſhip, who chargeth me with be- 
ing the Author of a New Sin, which is no 
leſs than Adding to the Scriptures, ſo ſe- 
verely threatned, Rev. 22. 18. with 
the Plagues which are written in them, 
ſhou'd look one Text farther, and ſee that 
a Man may incur a guilt in the quite con- 
trary Extreme of as heinous a Nature, 
namely, that of Taking away from the Holy 
Scriptures. This is the more dangerous 
Error, and to which Mankind is moſt lia- 
ble; and therefore the Threats which 
| follow it, are redoubled, and much more 
Terrible; this ſhou'd make his Lordſhip 
expreſs himſelf with more Fear and Cau- 
tion, and be leſs forward to lay ſo heavy 
a Charge upon others of his Brethren. 

Theſe Words are plain and expreſs 
Scripture, Do This, as oft as ye ſhall Drink 
it, in Remembrance of Me, 1. e. Perform 
the Action of Drirting with Thankful- 
neſs to God, in a grateful and glorious 


Remembrance of Chriſt, But His Logs 
ip 
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ſiſlip ſays, Do this as, often as you pleaſe, in 
4 grateful and glorious Remembrance of King 
William; nay, that He may be had in Ever- 
laſting Remembrance. If His Lordſhip is 
ſtartl'd at this, and crys out for Bleſſing 
or Conſecration ; then I refer him to Page 
the 12th of my Second Part, where I have 
ſhewn, that the Word bv ] is no 
where apply'd to the Inſtitution of the 
Cup; and that tis changed on a ſud- 
den into *Evyaporious in two Evangeliſts, 
even where w,, is juſt before ap- 
ply'd to the Bread. But if his Lord- 
ſhip will add the Word ee to the 
Inſtitution of the Cup, and leave out the 
Word *pvxapiorioas Which ſeem d good to 
the Wiſdom of God to put in; yet even 
this Adding to, and Altering of the Scrip- 
ture wou'd do his Cauſe no ſervice. For 
then the Caſe wou'd be thus, 

That joint Action of Body and Mind 
which Chriſt Commands to be done with 
Bleſſing or Gonſecr ation ; His Lord ſays may 
be done, as oft as you pleaſe, without Eleſ- 
fing or Conſecration. 

That Action, which Chriſt Commands 
to be done to Himſelf, with Bleſſing and 
re; His Lordſhip ſays, you may leave 


Out 


1 

out the Bleſſing and Prayer, and then ap- 
ply it to a Dead Man. For He deſies the 
World to ſay it is the Action of Drinking 
in Remembrance when you leave the Con- 
ſecration out. Or that it can ever be the 
Same Action when it is done with a Die- 
rent Intent, Purpoſe, and Deſign. 0 

That which Chriſt hath expreſly Or- 
dain'd to be perform'd for Divine and Ho- 
ly Purpoſes, and with higheſt Devotion and 
Reverence in the Mind; His Lordſhip ſays, 
you may perform it to Purpoſes meerly Hu- 
mane, without any Devotion and Reve- 
rence in the Mind. E i 

That which Chriſt hath Ordain'd for 
the Communion of his Body and Blood; and 
for aGommunton among Chriſtians with one 
another; and as a Badge of our Chriſtian 
Profeſſion; His Lordſhip contends may be 
us d as the Teſt of a Party; take his own 
Words, 4s a Tokey of Realit) and Sinceri- 
ty when Men wiſh well to the Memory of 
ing William 51 0 40 thoſe who Love and Hon- 
our Him; aud that he may be had in everla- 
ſtiug Remembrance. This, ſays He, paſſeth 
indeed by the common Name of Drinking 
an HEALTH, tho in truth it is Drinking 
in a grateful and glorious . 
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And laſth, That Action which Chriſt 
hath appointed for the moſt exalted Part 


of Chriſtian Worſhip, to be perform'd with 


the humbleſt Adoration of Soul and Body; 
His Lordſhip ſays, may be perform'd with- 
out any of that Religious Silemnity, in our 
Ordinary Cups, at our Common Meals, and 


in Honcur of a Dead Monarch. | 
Beſides all this, till his Lordſhip proves' 
that Eating 'and Drinking in Remem- 


brance of Chriſt, is not a part of Divine 


Worſhip, he is in danger of Eluding that 


Precept. i. e. Taking it away, viz. Thou ſhalt 


Worſhip the Lord os God, and him only ſhalt 
thou ſerve. And not only of that, but of 
Taking away all thoſe Precepts in Scripture 
which require a Reverence for all Things, 


and Action dedicated to the more imme 
diate Service of Gdwsz. 


And now 1 hope I may without Offener 
tel his Lordſhip, that 'tis they who are 


properly the MAKERS of a NEW Sin, 
who are the Tnventers and firſt Committers 


of it 5 and who themſelves practice any 
fort of Profaneneſs and Impiety which 
was never known or heard of in the 


World before, or who: Osuntenance arid: 


— it in others; eſpecially when 
571. it 


| 
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it is of ſuch an horrid Nature; that in his 
own Words, Hone ſhou'd have ſtarted ſuch a 
ſtrange and unheard of Health in any Age 
ſince Chriſt before, it wou'd have ſtruck all 
ſober Men, even with Horrour, to find the 
Sacred Ordinance of God Debaſed, being 
ſo forcible and habitually drawn into an 
odious Compariſon, by a Cuſtom Men had ta- 
ken up in their ordinary Meals. 

[ have two Requeſts to make to his Lond 
ſhip at parting ; One is, that He wou'd be 
prevail'd upon to Print His Defence of that 
cuſtomary Health, without Adding any 
thing to it, or Taking away any thing 
from it; that the World may ſee, whe- 
ther I have left any thing Material un- 
anſwer'd, or miſrepreſented him in any 
particular; withal that his Lordſhip wou'd 
put his Name to it, and not be aſham'd 
of a genuine Defence of the Truth againſt 
Blaſphemy, and making a New Sin 3 nor 
expoſe it like a ſpurious or deform'd I 
ſue, to ſhift for it ſelf. 

The Other is, that His Lordſhip wou'd 
be pleas'd to lend me His Firſt Paragraph 
to be the Laſt of mine, with a very little 
Alteration ; and this I preſume upon the 
rather, becauſe As of Boaſting is fit- 

| ter 


( 66 ) 
ter when a Man puts off his Armour, than 
when he 1s putting of it ou. 

I have exactly the ſame Opinion of this 17 
Defence of that cuſtomary Health, that I 
had of thoſe ſeveral other Anſwers His 
Lordſhip was pleas'd to write againſt my 
firſt Part, both in Eneliſh and Latin: But 
a Paper wrote in Defence of a New in- 
vented Sin, and prevailing Sacrilegious 
Practice among a certain Sett of Men, 
may be ſo artificially framed, and fo placed 
in an obſcure Light of hard or ambiguous 
Words, Terms of Art, and intricate Argu- 
ments, as at the firſt ſt br to Decerve even 
. a wiſe Man, But bring it once into a clear 
Light, and try it fairly by a juſt Rule, and 
it will require no great depth of Reaſon to 41 N 
cover _ it is but 4 Veins on. 


